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Recently a wedding photo went viral among dissidents on twitter of a White nerd marrying an Asian girl. Eric 
Striker correctly pointed out that, “while all race mixing is wrong, let’s not pretend a white woman who sleeps 
with blacks is the same thing as a white nerd marrying an Asian.” To this someone responded, “[t]o be 
honest ig or criminal tendency or future occupation of the progeny etc... doesn’t matter, the main point 
should be that the white race doesn’t die any less whichever way they mix.” | completely agree with the 
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sentiments expressed both by Eric Striker and this other person. The question of the lesser of two 
miscegenations is in fact an important one. We should remember that just like murder or rape or any other 
evil, race-mixing will never be fully abolished. And in the current world order, we should expect it to increase, 
which the numbers bear out. Asians are the most likely to race mix and that is not surprising given many of 
them look much Whiter than another other race; a similar story could be told about Hispanics. However, we 
need to remember that male miscegenation is much different than female miscegenation, in other words, 
who does the race mixing is not unimportant in assessing the gravity of the evil. White women who race mix 
is far more destructive than men doing it. 


Comments like these tend to upset some people a lot, particularly women. | wouldn't use Striker’s 
phrasing, but yes, a white man racemixing is objectively less damaging than a white woman 
racemixing. The people who get upset about this tend to have a moralistic outlook, in which racemixing 
is like a “sin” or moral failing. But strictly biologically speaking, women are the limiting factor of 
reproduction. Men are and always have been “expendable”. More babies are male than female. A man 
can have a huge number of children, and highly successful/dominant men in history in fact did 
(Genghis Khan being the most prominent example). But women can only have 10 or 20 children, and 
non-trivial numbers of women used to die in childbirth. So yes, for a population, women are 
biologically/reproductively more valuable. Of course, a man turning his back on his group is still 
harmful, because in a monogamous society like ours, it makes finding a husband (in the group) harder 
for women in the group. But in theory it’s still a problem that can be solved. 


The NSDAP, facing a deficit of men due to war, entertained and implemented a number of measures 
intended to enable as many healthy German women to be able to become mothers as possible. They 
attempted to diminish the stigma of illegitimacy/single motherhood, implemented state support of such 
mothers, created the Lebensborn program, etc. By contrast, there is almost nothing a group can do to 
make up for the loss of its women. Hence the norms in many societies related to the protection of 
women, even at the expense of men (e.g. many more women getting on the Titanic lifeboats than 
men). 


To put it more blunt terms, a White man can physically and theoretically have one-hundred mongrel children 
and then go on to have one-thousand White children to make up the difference. Once men are fertile 
following puberty, they can still have biological children well into their sixties and several every day of their 
lives if necessary. Women can in their limited window have only a very small number. All of this has nothing 
to do with marriage, family formation or morality; these are simply the scientific facts. Which brings me toa 
broader point. 


We in dissident circles have a built-in anti-elite bias where we just hate the elite and ruler class. This is well 
deserved as those with political power and influence are to blame for the mess we are in. However, we must 
remember not to throw the baby out with the bathwater. Our current elite are evil, but they must be replaced 
by a better elite, not abolished in favor of populism. 
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“We have bad elites; therefore elitism is bad”, seems to be the hot take of the day.Reactionary politics 
is a death cult. Everything is from the negative, to the negative; a never ending downward spiral where 
all must be deconstructed to its roots, which are then pulled out. 


| dream of a new aristokratia, a true and actual, “rule of the best”. Where only the most noble, brave 
and daring personages could roam the halls of the elite. A society who would rigorously test its people 
to become something greater than “be yourself’; rather, prove your worth. And value wouldn’t simply 
be earned by amassing wealth and passing it onto decadent children, but by actualizing potential. A 
society held together by the principle of greatness. A “free-market” of virtue and beauty, great deeds 
and creation. Of course, not everyone is able to do everything, but living in a striving society will inspire 
people to be the best at what they do, moreso than some flimsy paycheck. A real aristocracy would 
inspire the layers of society to push ever upward, even as they do. 


This description of reactionary politics and anti-elite faux populism reminds me so much of conservative 
rhetoric. Conservatives never build anything; they simply want to tear everything down so they are left alone. 
Well folks, it doesn’t work like that. If you won't use power, someone else will. This is why the left wins, 
because they don’t care about being left alone. They want power as an end unto itself. No matter how much 
we despise the left, we have to see the virtue and correctness of such a Machiavellian attitude. 


That isn’t to say deconstruction isn’t useful. For instance, if one deconstructed nationalism, it’s a 
classical liberal stance, born of the Enlightenment. “But nationalists hate liberalism and the 
Enlightenment?” Exactly: death cult. 


The truth of the matter is these people just want to tear everything down, for the sake of. They operate 
from a place of rage, rather than reason. They'll call you a contrarian subversive for pointing out that 
their paradigm is an “infantile disease”, while plaguing the discourse. A system born of revenge and 
destruction will always turn in upon itself. A victim will never rule long. Only the bold, and the creative 
can organize the chaos, and save the future from those seeking to kill the dream of a better world. 


You must hate because you love. You should hate race-mixing because you love and want to preserve your 
people. You must hate capitalism because you love your people over greed and profit. You must hate sexual 
degeneracy because the family is the foundation of any society. You must hate the nanny state because you 
want to state to love its people paternally. You must hate feminism because you love women and see the 
destruction feminism has brought them. If you simply hate without love, you are no good to anyone. And with 
that love, comes the desire for solutions. Criticisms of evil is always necessary, but the history books are 
filled with those who had a vision for change and enacted it, but those who just whined about the horrors in 
the world. 
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